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hode Istand Election.
]'n?rn:.“‘- R. L, Wednonlsy, April 6, 1850,

Thomas (. Tarver, i8 elected Gowernor. John R.
Tartlett, Becretary of Sate, and Jeroms B. Kimball,
‘ww They are on both the American
and Republican tickote.

There is no cboioe for Lieut,

rer.

In the Esatern Covgressional District thera in no
~poice. The vote stazde Robinson, American-Repab-
;ﬂl 3797; Davis, Repablicwn, 2,422

Democtn

.';.: the Weaterw Covgressional Distrist, Rrayion,
who was supported D7 the American-Repablicaee and
the Republicans i» e scted.  The wols is: Brayton,

294; Atthosy, (D) V-
There is vo shection of Mehers of the Genersl As-
pembly in this eity. Tre Opponition bave Loth Houses
of the Legislature by an overwnelming msjority,
BEEP S—
Non-Arrival of Enropean Steamers,
Havivax, Wednesday, April £ —p. m.
No wignn of the stesmship Cansia from Livarpool
O5th nit. Weather clear, with & strong north-west

wiad.
Ponriasn, Wedpesiany, April (—midnight.
No vigns of the Indisn now covsidersbly over due,

Governor and Geveral

The Sonthern Pacific Railroad.,

New-Omrpass, Wedpesday, April 6, 1859,
Advices from u‘uhul, Texas, to the lat stata that
the euit for the Torditure of the Vacifle Railroad
charier has been decided 1o favor of the oldCompany

DIi. CHEEVER'S SERMUN ON SLAVERY.
——————

Ya reeporte to & request mado by nomerons citizens,
the Rov, Dr. Cheaver deliverad, lnst evening, st the
Iarge hall of the Cooper Tustitute, the firet of his re-
eext discourses agminst Human Slavery, originally de
Evered before the congregation of the Chorsh of the
Puritans, Union Sqnare.  The ball was fitled by alarge
aod ixtelligant andience of ladiee and gentemen,

A prayer waa offered by the Rev, Thomsa 8, ast-
Inps.

Dr. Cinxrven then oamo forward, and was recoived
with loud applsnse, Flis so'joot was, ** The Logie of
the Word of (ind mgainst Siavery’ The reverend
speaker al nded to the Seriptures as forming an iiresist-
ibls chatn of revelation agamat Fluman Slavery; sod
ote of the preatest couflicts thnt had ever existed wes
that in which men evdeavored to reaist the direst
teachings of thoe Werd of Ged on Slavery. Ha cited
firet the text from Exodua:  He that stoaleth a man

Arnald, |
v, 1,592, Robinron leads st cvery town bt |

i

¢ gad pelleth bim, or if ho bo foned in bis band, be |

 ghall ba surely put to desth.”  Tois rext was alindad
to 16 Pauls epistie o Cunothy, and was ihere Lo be
carried vat onder the Gospel.  The origin of Bisvery
was in man-etesling, and it was adout'ed by slave-
holders that this was true of American Slavery,  Dr,
Cheever referred to the argument tun®, samitting this,
the present alaveholdors were not railty of crime,
they baving booght or received thwem &3 8o
inheitance. If & man wurs Lo bay & stolen
horse, kpowing him *o Le @olen, e would be lieked up
2 & thiel. Applsivg this prineiple to the parsoase of
& man, e Jegitimele deduction wans, that the puor-
chaser was & thief. If au hovest man, fiodog be had
purchaged n atolen horeo, be would have eonght his
owier, aud glven him ap.  If he d'd not te became
thisf, Tooe slave was stolen from himself—and if &
wmae buyiog 8 slave did rot «ffar him ls freadom, he
becaive s man stenlsr. 1 slavehollers gave ap their
plaves, the laws agains' comucipstion beoame efiste.
But the prinople in regerd to s stolen proparty did
nat apply to fmmurtal men when they wers made &
subjoet “of sals,  Dr, Cheever aluded fo the

ur]ueaiw Inwa which  were  the ontgrowth
of thim  enme. s contrastad  the  law
which mads tha simple onth «f a slavaholder

toat be had bovgnt snd paid for & man, wth the Laxt
which ssid, ** Tron shalt not celiver unta his muster,
€ {he servant which s esonpod from his master,” &
Te reviewed the law againtthe slavetrade making
fog 1t piracy, io corpection  with the law and
public opision, aud ety  which would take
Afrionns  spd  soll  them  when  opee landad,
Tuef slave pirato bonght his slaves v the coast ol
Africa, nnd if he wers caught he was bell to
be a pirate, and sobicct to
denth How was it thal the second sale or third sale
sanctified the act, axd made the pirates Christisn gon-
tlenen, engnged i sustaiiing n great misionary ivati.
tution ! ﬁﬁl admitting this, row o they fiad the
boldizg ot the progeny of sinves as chia'tols aa 4 pria-
ciple of Christisuity and justice ! Wauat rights bad
the motoer in Afncs which ber chiliren had wot in
America! Ta Africa the trade was cartied on by
Papare agsiust Pagarn, and wan piracy; in Americs,
by Christisne agaivet pative-horn Amerionns, and was
a Christian acl.  Whnt was the diflsrance holwesn
Liduappicg four hiundred wivao from Lagland aud four
hundred men from Afrien! Nooe—axcept that the
last was more ivfamous than the other, hocanse the
Afriosna wore wonk nnd aonble to defond themselves.
1ir. Cheever refortod to the intigeuces of Slavery here
in keeping op war nud the enslaviag of man in Africs.
Witsout the stoppivg of Blavery itsell, there conld be
uo stopping of the sluvetrade. The existencs of X'ay
ery bere, sustained by the Goveromest sud the ehureh
was piracy baptized. Alluding o ** the abiises of Slav-
ery,” e propouteed the systen iteell to he creative of
pomeasnred shopes, and the greatest of 8!l was the
gystem tpell, It was mndoess, o1 wic kedonas, or both,
which led men to think to stop the extension of Hisv-
ery whilo they sliowed it to exist st all. It was 1m-
sible to stop the stream o lovg an Lhe foantaln cx
ted, They coald pot Le ant Slavery Extensivn
uhlors they were wnti Blavery, and thay coald not he
auti Blaviry un'css they were in favor uf the abolition
of Blavery. h\upianpr 1'r, Cheever then slluded
to the relation of politicel partica. He held that If a

tari was tre-checous. to bis principles it would be
1t Debind.  He snid that the party which would take

a4 its prpoiple justice to the oppressed bincke, avd
work for tohe purpose wonld win at the next Prosi-
dentinl election Irner.- waquo bope fur any party or
avy church e xcept by the inusion of the Word of God
iuto them as sheir epriog of action. They wan'sd
mass meetivge, to arvure Lbe conscience uf tie poople
4o bring the pecple v & realizivg renne of thin grest
patioual iniquity  In conclosion, he referred to the
responeibility of the mivisters of the Gospel and the
@hurches ip foreardiog this movemen®,

At the closs of the lecture, the folluwing resolation
was woved by Evcas Kurouiw, esq,, aud passcd
wnarimoosly:

This meeting bavisg been couvened to hear the truthfal and
busnlsg words of the Rav. D, Chvever, based apon the Vhord
of Ow. et Blavery, desme It s B8 opagets 0 ey DAL
the ant] Slavery perple of this vity trnly Re@hb
Clappolited bs efeat ln the Asewbly

the defea
Libesty bill, aud we sarnessly sud solemnly assure the Republi
esn wajeiity in the Leglelatars that,

{ they woald sucet in
1460, 1 Lhe tation, they wust be falthful to Freedom in 1854
the State.

Mr. Grrxrey svnoarcad that the nest lecture wonld
e delivered vext Mouday evening.

A Propstrias s Tuotses.—Ou Saturday night
last, Mattbew Casily, alias Thompson, the well
kuown pedestrian, couciuded & walkiog mateh of 1%
consecutive hours st Lanefisld Ilall, Brooklye, sad
was declared winnor of the atakes—git,  1lie freods
were so olated at his success that they carried him
©pon their shoulders from the itall, and for & brief
pericd Mr, Caseidy was quite & liou among the sport-
iog fraternity. Ilaviog escorted bim o bis residoace
iu this cit’. the poJe.l.nn was leit to his rsposa, 0o
Moudsy, Cassldy strolled over Lhe rives sod visited
his friends, texdering those who kept publie bouseo
ocunterfei: gold dollars, in paymect for drke Ll
alleged that ke victiwized atioal a doaen or more -
goca in this wauper s ‘hen returved home. The
frand bavisg bx - deteotnd, the watter was reported
to the police bere, Lid Dutectives Roa b, ool and
Rowey were deputed 10 Jock aiter the nccused, Searcl
was made througbout the city, scd last evening ihe
oflicers futind Cassidy 8l & house (o Parry street, poar
Waverley place, and took bl i cusoly. The -
cuned af first denied all kvowielge of tae matter, but
rubsequently admitted passivg the tiooey, sud sl e
bad received! it from & fziend. 1le was looked up in
the calls at the Police Headquniters, for tue night, sad
will to-day be taken to Brooklyn.

roxs—Rofus Brown of Coclses,
County, nqnlhl in au expeiiment tr.v.i_

gan il rep of polatocr Ly the use of
aches ot the rate ¢ » *capfall to the L ), was about
Abuabel and & YAl f 5 atoes for esch bastel of
mebegused, The Hiod o otatoss was the ** Eoglish
Piek ey, aod yieid %00 br el por acre. Toe gronsd
was plavted May b 85 1 sahes in holos, and a littie
dirt over them, ¥ waa plo ved and boed Juse 18, the
Tows being four imet apar and hills throe jeet. Ttoe
aibos cost 1210, & Drsliel, wi d potatoss sold at L) cents,
retursing foll S0 comis o 1o Sel for the nahes nm;p'oj-ml.
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TRIAL OF DANIELE. SICKLES, "ve-

CHARGED WITH THE

MURDER OF PHILIP BARTON KEY

THIRD DAY'S PROCEEDINGS,
Epecial Dispatch’to The M T, Pribune.
Wasnisaron, Wedoesday, April @, 1890,

The Jury was completed to day; tarelre good
men and true are seeured.  Eleven of tha fslos-
men exsmined declsred that they had prejodices
snd opinions in favor of the prisvzer, but there
werd fewer who bad made up their minds thsa o1
yesterday, Ooe expressed bimeelf in favor of the
prosecution. Beven were challenged. The dis
cussion upon the proparty qual:fiestion for jarors
helped the deferse. Judge Crawford appesrsd to
be somewhat testy. Mr. Butterworth and Mr
Dillon sre bere eonmlting with Mr. S:ckles, The
defopae in in hopes of achieving en acquitial w%h.
out the jurors leaving the box. 8o far they claim
the procecdizgs sa a victory in thoir favor,

The reflections on Distriot- Attorney (1ald for in-
sisting upon a property qualifiestion for the
Siekles Jurors are entiraly unjost, as the law ex.
plieitly requires it.  If this form bad been omittad,
and a verdict of gnilty renderad, his counsal wonld
bave been first to urge it an a good exception for
& new trinl, Ilecent easwes in New-York show tha
necensity of obsarviog all technical requirements
rigidly.

COMPLETE REPORT.
Wasnisaron, Wednsaday, April 6, 1850,

1t in confidently expectad that the Jary will ba com-
pleted (o-day. The talesmen are summoned from the
rural portion of the Distriot.

Toe procsedings of yosterdsy are inficative of pub-
lie sentiment in Luls city, Seventy-one oot of seventy-

four persons had opivious eo fxed and decided that |

thoy wonld mot trast themaslves to not impartially,
Where questions were asked, it appeared that these
opnions were not as to the killing, bot s to justifios-
tion, The defenss would ot have challanged any of
thess jurore, =

Tbe prisoner’s father, father.in-law, and many New-
York friends, are in she Court to-dsy, evincing their
sympathy, Among them is Mre Maclay, M. C. The
body of the Coort-room ie crowded, and deap iutorest
i» manifested in the pr

The Court beiog opened at a 10} o'clock, the names
of the eight jorors already sworn wers called, and al!
arswared,

Tie prisoner was in the box lookisg calm snd self-
porreesed.

The Clerk procesded to call the taleainen,

Robert M. Coombs bad both fornmned sod sxpressed
an opinion in regard to the guilt or innocence of the
noctsed,

Tao Mr. Phillips—The opinion bas been formed from
what I have heard and read; have never couversed
with the witnesses for the prosecution.

District-Attorney—That is, as far s yoo keow ©

Jurar—Certainly.

District-Attorney—1 should think eo, for no one
knows who are to be witnesses,

Juror—1 donot think there could b any cvidenoe
produced to cbange mwy opivien. My mind iz fuly
made up,

The Judge—]1 mppose so.  Yon may reties,

Chasles W. laven had formed and expressad an
opinion &k to the gult or ionocence of the sccused.

ToMr P'hillips—My opinion is formed on mere rumor.
1o vot know toat Toonld disoharge my daties a4 & fair
juror, My micd is made up on the matter, IMerqunli-
fied,

George W, Hinton had formed an opiuion o fixed
that be thirks he con!d not render a fair verdict, D s
qualified.

Wm. H. Arnold thicks ke had formad an opicion.
Feels & strong sympathy io the case, and fosls that be
has expressed an opinion; feala himsell usquaiifisd as
an impartial juror,

Tue Judge—I thould think so, afer your declaration
of symopsathy,  Retre,

Goorge M. Goodall hins formed a decided opieioo.

Mr. Philllps—On what has this oplvios bsen
founded 7

The District-Attorney mbmitted that, aftor the
enawer of the juror, farther exawiaslion was noneces
BATY.

Mr, Phillips thought the formation of aa opinion
smounted to pothing if the opinion was founded on
were rumor,  1f the witneas could sit a3 an impartial

B

juror, the formation of an opinion wou'ld pot dizgoaily

bim. 1fevery manisto be excluded bacause be has
formed an opipion on mere romor. they would pever
get & jury. A man who had formed an opinion, bnt
could stall it ma sn impartisl jaror, is an ualitied s if
bo had pever heard of the case st all. The prossc:
tion, by preventing further question, would thwart the
ecrse of justice, The Judga bimself, had furmed an
opigion more or less decided; Lot the guestion —
“ Are you &n impartial Judge 1 Can you sit 88 an fm-
partial juror? " There is no pricciple of law, aad
cortainly* pore of common sense, which excludes a
jnror beoanss he bad formed ano opivion on mere rumor,
if. petwithstanding that opinion, he thinks he cap give
a fair and just verdiot.

Judge—The opivisn of a jaror may be weak or
strong. If & juror answers that be can try the case
with impartislity, be may be aworn, as sevaral of the
iurors have eo answered; but where a juror aaswers
tuat he haa formed & decided opinio, he is certaivly
Lisualified.  This juror has formed a decidad opinion,
ard i therefore dirqualified.

Mr. Stanton—Will the Court decide that the prisoner
Lias no right to question the juror asto the ground of
his opinion.

Judge—0h, cortainly not.

Mr. Stantop—The couneel for the prisoser propose
to ek the juror on what his opiuicn is formed, and the
Prosecutivg-Attorney objects that couneel be parmiited
to make such inquiry. This was s depial of justice to
the prisoner.

Jndge—1 thirk the counrel shonld make no rom- |

plaint in this case; there has been no withholdiog of
proper privilage or right from the prisoner.

M+, Chilton discla'med intending to insinnata that
there bad been unfair ruling against the prisoner.

Jesse B Wilaom dozs pot kaow that Le has axpresesd |

88 cpinion 8+ to the gnit or inpocsncs of the accased,

He iad bad varions tpisioes bat be! oot made
mind; had oo biss or prejodice.
The Judge thought the joror quelified,

The Juror—Have no copacieotious scrnples sa to | be

capital punishment, sed am worth over $39, but
abould be glad to be excared.

Mr. Wilson was sworn 8s tha npioth Jaror, IHere-
sides in Washingion City; business, grocer.

Jota A. Rupp bad furmed an opirion,

To My, I'natispe—Tle opision was frasded on ramor.
Tt was in reference both to the o ynse o the kiling aed
the set  Thivks be i¢ prejudiced, and conld got render
& fair verdiel, Dequalified,
Jolin K. Leach Lad formed and expresssd an opinion.
. Disqoalified,

Jaines Nokes had au opision, aud had exprasad a
great des! of sympa‘ky to both parties. Thers wa2 0o
impeeprion on his wind to izfloence tis conduct es s
Jurer; Lhad ro bias cr prejudions on vither wide; had
po ronscientiona acruples about eapital punishmest
should thick he was worth ovar $2001,

Mr. Chilton desired to huow bow far the case comes
within the rule made by the Conet a- b0 expression of
sympathy. Sympatey o bots sides was veory indeti-
pite. There may Le & preponderaccs oo eliler,

Julge—Syuwpatby on ve side amounts Lo 8 disguali-
Beation; sympathy on both sides, with general regrat
at the corm rence, does not.

Mr Chiten—Then ths Court strkes a balance;
that ia what we want to koow, Challseged peremplo-

rily.

John MeDesmoit bed read the principal portion of
the test mony at the Coropers Inguest, and bad &
wagne, ipdefivite i@ piession on his mind; a3 to whal
effect it would kave on Lim, asajuror, he coald not

Question—1f sworn a2 s juror, would you dacharg
your duty unpartially !

Juror—I shonld endeavor to do so, but would rather
not take the responsibility.

To the Judge—ITas & vague impression, which he
conld not digrify by the title of opinion. Canact so-
Fwer ar to what effect his imprasions might havaea
him. or whether, or to what £xtent, his miug i3 bisssl,

The Judge thought the answer amouuted W & non-
formation of opinion. Thinks him quantied.

Sworn as the tenth juros,

Leovidss Coyle bad both formed sad expressed an
opizicn. Disqualfied,

Ardrew J, Davall, James A, Tacker and Francia
Mattirgly bad formed and expressad opinions, Die-
qrialified.

Wi, I, Btacford hiad pot formed an opinion. Iles
no biss or prejodices, laa couecientions scruples
apsinet the law of cspital panishment. Disqualitied.

Mictael Green had formed sn opinion.

To Mr. Prillips—An epinion faunded on rumor, bat,
if sworn as & joror, would go sccording to the evi-
deare; bot had expressed bis opioion publicly snd
shove-board that ——

Distriet-Attorney—Never miod what it was; if
swoin o the Jury, woald you render a verdict socord-
g to law and the evidence |

Juror—=1 would,

District- Attorney —Have you any bias for or against
Lie prisoner |

Juror—Well, I am for the prisoner, as far as [ have
heard, |Laoghter, |

The District- Attorney submitted that the jaror was
oot qualified,

Mr. Poitkips argned that he was, Tar Juror had se-
swered that be could discharge his daty impartially.

Nir. Brody said this was the firet tims 16 had taken
any partin the disoustion 88 to the impacnelment of
the Jury, and addressed his Hovor now because toe
Court might haye nodersto d the snswor of the juror
differert § from the manner in which the connsel for the
Jeferen understood it. e caid ho was for the jaror so
far a1 he had heard,

e hiojed thers wonld s po mianstriction of the
effect of bis avewer, He would suggest to the Conrt
to mek, whetner it was not on what be hsl heasd and
el that be bad formed an opinion, and whether thet
wae Lot of o teporary or tlssting character.

The juror had uot es d Lhat it was upon oy evi-
dence be had fuiied Lis opinion, An opicion, to dis-
qualify & juror, must be in referspcs Lo the guilt or in-
pocenes of the sccused,  This juror esys he would rea-
der a verdict socording to the law asd the evidenoe;
ard he would not sek a juror to form a verdict in any
other way, Ile hoped the Judge would sk the
juror what be ‘mesns by sayiog that lie was for the
prisoger.

The Distriot-Attorney sabinitted that the juror de-
(lared Le bad & Lisa for the prisoner. It does oot
foliow that that biss is temporary or flesting, as has
Len suggested, Tt may be fived. Toe prosecution had
had two difficultiss to overcome—drst, the formation
and expressivn of opinion; sod, second, the biss in
favor of the prisorer. The Court had already held
jurors disqualified for having deciated they bad rympa-
thy for the prisoner, Tlivre was som=thipg stropger-—
6 taed opipion and & bias, Ie thereiore insygined
that this juror was not competent to siLa4 8 Jaror.

Mr. Grabau, fur the defense, submitted that every
pricover is beld 1o be lopocent till proved guilty, aud
tath jaror sheuld epter the box with so impreasion in
favor of bls fuvocence. The Judge should have the
eawe fmpressicn till tha ascosed was proved to be
guilty; they shon'd indnige the presumption toat he ia
junorert, Al proseoutions affecting life, sod all aff-ot-
ivg iiberty ounght to be in favore hibertatn, to be 1n fi-
vore viter. He ssked that the jurorashon'd be allowed
Lo entertain the legal presumption that the prisocer is
ivnocent. The firet effort of the prosecation must be
to overcote that presumptics; the law was ia faver of
it, aud the juror who held the presumption Wwas e
titied 1o take bie seat in Lhe jury bex.

Mr. Caslislo, for the prosecutiop, submitted that the
l juror was pot slating this as & legnl presau:ption, bt

hiad eaid in substance that, aa the case stands, Le is for
| the priscper. 1t would take marvelovs ingeraily o
cosfound thiat with o (beory sbout legal presumption
ol inpocence. .

Mr. Brady, for the deflenie, ozly wantad to kuow
what constraction the Court plaved on the Joror's last
! mmswer, that he waa fur the prisoner, Never was 8
wan culled to &it oo aJury in any crimioal case de-
wanditg sympathy, who did pot, as be looked ou the

The Julge thought the atgament of the point ve- | piivoper, get an impreasion 82 to his guilt or ionocence,

necossary; whers the juror ssye bie bas formed a decid-
od opigion, be is disqualified, sud further inquiry need-
ok

Juror, to Mr. Phillips, ssid he bad formad a decid
opiuion; it was formed onthe knowledge obtained (rom
the witres:os disqualified.

Mr. Stsnton explained that the defepse merely
wapted to know what the jurors meant by saying they
pad formed decided opiutoos.

The Judge repented what be bad said bafore as to
the ix wmpetency of the juror who says be had formed
s Jevided opivion.

\¢sm @rinder, called—Tad formed snd ex
cpivion at d:fferent timee.

Phomas Parker had formed and expressed an cpin-
ion, and if sworn a4 & jurog conld pot diecharge bis
duty impartially.

Thomas E. Young and James W Coombes acswared
vitilariy.

The abaove pamed were disqualified.

Hiram 1l. King bad pot formed or expressad sz
epicion; bad po isfluerce ou his miod which wou'd
prejudice bia verdict. He bad no biss or prejadice,
ard bad comsciestions scruples in regard to capiial
pucishmen’, Cialleoged pesemptorily by Mr Rat-
oliff.

W, (7. Deale bad formed and expressel an opie-
jon on rumor ard newspaper statements; an |, in reply
t1 & question, #aid he would try to render so impurtisl
verdict, but be would rather oot trust himself, and did
pot hrow bow far bis prejudice might infloence him.

M:, Philbpe comsidered him compelest ae 8 Jjaror,

presse] an

There was vo such thing in nature aa 8 warble slalue
| movieg to the Clerk sdesk and taking aa oath Lo res-
| der o verdict sccordiog to eviderce, Take tha case of
| an ¢)d man, who bisd vomtuitted sn act, which might
seetu to be, in some points, patural, bt which s yet
sgsipst the law, all jurors, young er oid, would feel
Alis impulse stirving within them, that poless the law
probilited such & recult, that old man #hould pot be
rent to prizoe or tert down in sorrow to the grave, and
yetthere mep wonld ducharge their daty comsces-
tionsly, whatever consequendes might bafall the omse.
Here & pothieg of thet kind ; 1 aw perfectly willing to
trust it to your Iomor to eatufy yoursell 2y inquiry
from this jurer, who is certainly ao inteilgent and up-
right wae, as o what be means by sayisg be I8 for the
prisorer, whether that relates to judgment on the case
itself which would costrol or affect his werdiet, or
whetker it ie not some general impression, fleeting sad
faint, cn somsthing, which the testimosy woukd re-
move. Itbitk your Hosor will say taat i isnotan
uefair cr improper request to make.
Mr Catlele, for the prosecation, apderstood hiz
Hozot to decide yesterdsy, in & cese whers 8 jurcs
Lad formed apd expressed aa cpision aad feit some
sympatty for the accused, but thoaght be c¢rad ree
der s impartial verdict, that be was incompetent,
Lecsnse he bad formed,
corclusiora, and was iz flosnced by certas
If Lis symopathies were against the prisoner be
le obliged to overcome them before be could
the mind of the jurer, snd mo il b's sympathiss wete
faver of the priccer the prosecation would Lave

woald

temporarily at least, certain |

- a st e owd B S "
the Conrt hought Lis ssawer smounted to dia- | overcome them. Ho tbought be éhid 20% miscrderstand
qual-foation. tse Comrt.

Tee Judge—No, Sir.
[ Mr, Carliste—T think that that decisi® of yedsrday

up bis | guvers Lule questicn.

| The Judgs—The snswer of the jior to the question

' first propounced bythe connsel for the defnse 7as that

oon'd repder sz impariial verdict oo the ewidence
| aod law; but the effect of the answer hes basw re-
moved Ly the stalement iiat be s for ithe prisouer.
It that is pot & disqualficarion, I coufess I caczot 2w
any csase that would be, Ia deciding oo this question

| Ido not thick the mice distinctions sttempted to be

made elonM app'y at all,

Mr. Magracer, for the defenze, asked whether Le
would 2ot be permitted to ask the juror if his opinion
was oot hypethetcal.

Tre Jac ge—The jaror has already stated that it is
made up oo what he Las beard and read,

Mr. Magroder argned that toe juror was ool disqual-

ified, Toe jursr hed wsid be bad & bise in favor of the
jrirover, from what he had resd. 17 that be true,
wighl they oot ask hiun whether, from that present
state of his mied, he oouid mot sit as 8 competest jaror !

The Judge thonght it nnnecessary to aek farther
questiors.  Ie was Jdiqualifed,

Exesplivs taken.

J. W. Avgos had forwied and expreseed an opinioa.

To Mr. Phullipe—The opinion is fousded oo the news-
peper reporte.

()uestios— If the evidence given on the tial in differ
en irom what mmer haas indioated, conld yon render s
fair verdiet between the Gevernment and the aocused !

Juror=1 conld,

To Mr, Sisston—Couid fod & verdict ou the law and
evicence, His impression waa ip favor of the prir.
sLer mitogetherl,

M. Carlizle beld the jurer incompetent.

Mz, Puillips stood up to argue the point—

Tae Jodge tbonght srgament unorcsssary. The
pulie g on the lael case guverued this.  Thie juror wes
disqualified.

Exception saken.

Ejan Edmonston bad expressed an opinion, asd if
sworn as 8 juror woall sequit the priscoer. |Lsugh-
ter.| Disqualified.

Charles 1, Wiltserger bad oot formed or expressed
8o opitior; bsd o prejudice or bias; bad po con.
scientions scruples agaiost capital pusishment, and if
the prisoner was guilty, he wonld hsng him as high as
Hazan,

Feremptorily challenged.

A. Lammond had formed and expressed an opinion
fully axd free'y in favor of the prisonsr. Disqualified.

Theo. Mosber bad formed aud expressed au opiaton
merely from rumor, but wouold try to render an impar-
tinl werdict,

Mr. Sianton asked bim whether bo could find & vear-
dict o the evidencs,

Mr, Mosver remarked that his sympsthies were in
favor of the pricoter.

Cuugse! fur the prisonsr desired to know the nature
of this sympatby, and wished to proponnd farther
quastiors, bat the Conrt said that a mere ieaning or
cympathy amounted to disqualification.

Geo, F. Varvell aud W H, Marlow had formed
ard expwsed opiions. Disgaalified.

Jobn G Robimeon had sxpressed an opin‘on, bat did
not thirk it wonld infinenes his conduct as a juror.
Had co bas or prejudice, Tle bad nothiog to do with
the question of osprtal punishment,

Peremptonly chinlieoged.

William Tughes bad oo projudice or bias, Thers
was pothicg to prevest bim froms rendering so impar-
tisl verdict, 1f a man was guilty, be bad 0o objection
to capital punishmest,

Peremptorily challenged.

Joseph Davis, Jamea Skirviog, Benj. 8. Kinsey,
Alex, Forrest, Joln Pettibone, Alex. Bally, Thonas
. Baden, Jobn I. Davis aed Zadock Willisms ware
severally swern, but baviog formed and expressel
opinions, aed some of them haviey said they coald not
reoder an impartisl verdict, they were pronounoed dis-
qom ifled,

Wilism Uttermnb! bad formed and expressed opin-
jons.  Disqualified.

William M. Moore hiad formed and exprested sn
opinion,

To Mr. Phi
he bad read.

€ If swcrn as 8 joror, would you revder s vendiot
accordit g to the law and evidence !

A. I cee pothirg to prevest it.

To the Coort—Hmve had impressions. Thinks they
wotld pot sffect bis judgment. Toicks he has & bisa
or prejudice,

To Mr. Stsrt-p—Thirka Lis bhias wonld sot affect his
Jjufgment on the evidence.

The Judge thought the Juror qualified.

To the Distriot Attornsy—Thioks lLe has no con-
scisptions scrnples about capital puniehmect, but
could devide according to the Isw and evidenos.

Mr. Monre was sworn as the cleventh Jaror, He
resices (0 Washiegton. Dusivess, grocer.

Hogh Leddy avd Thomss J. Magruder had formed
opinions and were disqua'ified.

William M Veuable bad formed an opinion.

To Ms. Phillipe—Opinion foundsd on ramor, Thinks
be could mot st a8 an impartisl Juror. Thinks mo
evidercs cou'd ohangs bis mind. Disqualified.

Ssmuel Pumpbrey bad formed an opinion.

To Mr. PLillips—The opinion waa founded on rumor;
was afraid 10 tinst himself to give an impartial ver-
dict. Dirqua ified.

Jamea B. Greenwell bad formed and expressed az
epivion  Diaqualified.

Robert Coben bad pot formed sor expressed an
optwion. Tae no impreesion, biss or prejudice, acd oo
copscientions seruples,

Challerged peremptorily,

James L. Barber bad frequently expreseed an opis- |
n. Dirqualified.

James L. Topbtam bad formed an opinion. Dis-
qualified.

The Judge bers remarked that the Marsha! bad
sommoned seventy-siz wetead of soveity, He sup- |
pored there was to objection,

Mr. Brady—No objection oz cur part. The number
suzgeste parriotic ideas,

Tremas C. Wheeler ba! formed(sn opinion; haa
sympatlies in bebalf of the priscner, aad thinks so
evidence could charge them.

Mr. Brady—That clearly falls within your Honors
rale. [Lsughter,)

W. H. Baom bad formed and expressed an opic-
jon. Dirgoalifed.

Wo. H Uppermaz aod J. F. B, Poreell bad formed
snd expressed an opirion. Disusl fied,

Hirsm Ritchie bad expressed ac opisioe sato what
the result of the trial would be.

To Mr. Piillipa—TTe con!d not form an op'aion of
guilt or irzocence till be beard the eviderws, [fewors
as & juror, | bave always thought that I oon'd dis
charge my duty impartially, and I toiok I conld do so
Bow.

To tbe District-Attortey—Ke bassympathies for the
pracrer, sod for sl mes.

Q.—lHave you asy sympathy grovisg out of what
you believe of the cizcumatances of the cate.

A.—1 bave sympathy fur asy person Wio is
spunlarly sitoated. Both parties etand the same o
we. I bave no bias for or ageinst the prisoger, bat
bave freely expressed my opinion 4 to the resalt of the
trial

Q —Did you say what would be, or what onght o
be the result

Jeror—1 said what ought to be.

The Judge thought that smcueted ta s diegualifics.
tioa.

lip«~His cpinion waa founded o whst

it
L

| what 1 understood from ramer to be the facts,

anderstood them to be, [ conld render o fair veadict.
Dstrict-Attorney—If the law shoud be difarent

reach | from what you suppose it to be, could you reader &
ia | fair vergiot in sccordsnce with that law
tol

Juror—Certainly.

To Mr, Phillips—That opinion was predicated oz

a dirgrabficatice.

Mr. Stanten argued that on all the arswers taken to-
gether the Yror wae qaalifed, Cocld there be s man

betler quaiifd to ast ae 8 juror.

Juége—I think so, very essily. {Lazghter.] Dix
qonl fed,

Exception takes,

Steplien Cosor azd Joba K. Sitchell bad formed

opivivne. Dirqualifed,

Haraon Durns bad Srimed az opiniva.

Jokn Phillips doce cot thizk bLimself competesll
#it ms 8 jaror.,

Mr, Stantor—Why net”

Jurci—My opition is so Exed (hat Ido wot thisk ¥

conld, Disqualified.

John Milier and Rouben had formed opinione. Dis.

(umhifiag,

Fracklin Tenney had formed as opicion.

To Mr. Paillipe—Tze opinion 15 foueded oo ramor;
shocld pot ke tosit ae s juror, being opposed lo caplial
pusist ment, Disqualilied.

J. P. Bartholomew had formed anopition.
quslified.

Dariel 1, Clarke had a fixad opision on all such
casca: he bad formed his opinion im this cxse on
rumor; ke did pot know whether he could render an
impartisl vardict; if to jusify the act woild 1iake
bim an impartial juror he coald be ove,

District-Attoroey—I suppose thal falle witkia your
Hevot's rolivg. | Lauglter. |

Tl juror was ¢iequanfied.

Jeremiak Hepburn had formed an opinion, and was
disquanfticd,

William Cooper bad not formed an opivion; had no
bias or prejacice, and no conariestions seruples. Qaabi.
fied, and oba'lenged persmptonly.

The Judge here suggested thal, a8 the Marshal had
mmmoeed ssvesty.mx mon, be had better not eall the
st oze.

Mr, Plil ips eald the counsel for (he defones Lad con-
sevted,

The Judgs onlerstood that, bul, in view of the
proctice in New Yok, he thought it Lhe safest plan aot
to call the ast man,

Mr Phulips hopad that the practics of New-York
was pot to be imitated here,

Alr Grabam said the case in New-York referved to
the constitution of the jary.

The Judge directed the Clozk nodto call the
man is the box.

Joseph 8. Wright had formed an opluion.

To Mr, Ptullsp: Le opinivn was got entirely formad
on ramor or rewspaper statements. ITo had never
converssd with avy of the witnesws, He conld dis.
ubasge bis ohligations a3 & juror if sworn on the Jury,

To the Jndge—ITa had no impreesion, bias or prejo-
dine,

To the District-Attorney—Ia conkl give an impar-
tinl verdict mocording to the Isw aod evidence. Mo
bad no corscientious soroples about cspital pusishe
meot.

Q. Have you property to the smount of $300 *

Juror—1 do oot know 8 to beieg worth $300,

Mr, Stanton objected to the question as to proparty
qualification put by the District Attorrey. Ile did
vot think the lack of property any objection in the
District to s joror.  When the question was fint made
in this osuse, the couteel fur the defense wers taken by
surgrise, They were aware that the sistute of Mary-
land in ita colonial condition did lmpose & paoparty
qualiicaticn, bul were ot aware that the Uuited
States bad ever wade au objection to & jaror on this
ground, which s se dishooorable to the principles on
which the Government rests. The District Attoresy
Lind never made that objsction in other criminnl casens,
and the poursal for the defense suppossd it would not
be made here,  Thois ohjection was made under the
act of the Assembly of the Colovy of Marylsad,
passed in October, 1777, Prior to that time, under the
Governmert of Great Britain, the qumitl »stion of
s juror bad been made both as to the amount aal
quaiity of his estate, Freehold property to s partiva-
Jar value was required; but s early as 1077 idens liad
progressed o far that the absardity of requirbyg a
freebold qushileation was abolished. Nevertheless,
there waa still requived a certain property ualiti 1a-
tion, [le peed not trace tie origin of that ides. L
did net know that there war & single State of Lhe
Union which required this property qualifoation for
jurors, He asked the District-Attorusy whether &
proparty qualification was required now io the Siate of
Maryland,

Distiict-Attornej—1 do not know whether there is
or not.

Mr. Stanton—The prisoner is arraigned uoder the
laws of the Ucited Statea, and unless the jarisdiction
and sovere guiy of the United States imposes 8 prop
arty qualification on ite jurors, oo such qaslification
can be imposed.  Toe only requirement fathat they b
frae and imp artial triers, The acta affscting the e
tion will be found under (ieorge, Aot (i, Bept. I,
1780, which declarea that in cases punishable with
death the trial eball ha had in the cainty, or whare
not se hal, that twelve petit Jurors shall be summoned
thence, and shall be drawa by lot or otherwise, in each
State, sccording to the mode of formiog juries Lherein.
The Iaw simply indioates the designation of jorore, and
provides that they eball have the rame (aalifieations
as required for jurors by the laws of the Siates, That
was sil the gqoalification which Congress imposed on
inrera. Isthis s State’ Are we now a portion of the
State of Maryland, and have we imposed on ns the
laws of 17777 By po means, This territory belongs
tothe Upited S'ates, and the jurisdiction of the Unitsd
States alone dwells bere,  Oo the org snization of this
District, it waa provided that tha laws of Virgicls, as
then existirg, shonld be extended to that portion of
the Trtrict ceded to the United States, and so with
regard to that portion esdsd by Marylaad, hat this
applied to civil, not trcriminal prosodure. Tae sot of
the 20th Ju'y, 1240, smended the act of 1500, which
provided thst jurors Lo serve in the courts of the
Urited States should, in ecorfurmity with the prac-

Dis

last

| tice in  the Stale or District, be designated

by lot or otberwire, lis operation was W glve valdiiy
to the practice then prevailivg. The act of 1840 pro-
viced that jarom, to eerve in*Comts of the Usited
States in each State, should have snsh qnalficstions
us are ragnired of jurors to serve in the highest State
Cenrts.  He argned that Congress having provided
the mods for designatiog jorors, and haviog imposed
o preperty qualification, there i no warrant at all for
& proper'y qualification within this District. The res-

son of making that law conform to the State [aw was, [

that there might not be two modes of procedare. It
wes to harmon!ze the practiee, Thers is po warrast
reder the gct of Congress, which makes the sot of the
Arsmubly of the Colony of Marylged in 1779 lawin
the District of Columbia at this day.

Counsel feli & stroog belief a8 te the right of Lie
prisorer to be tiled by twelve men without
regard to proparty qaatificstiora. The ect of the
(ieteral Ameombly of Marylasd of 1801, reducea the.
quaification ¢ jurors, and enacts that jarors may be
suinmoned of the most wisdom acd esperience bavicg
$500 worth of preperty, acd that o challer ge sball be
slow:d sgaiwt smy jaror for wantof such gualifis.
tion. Thedirection was (o the Bherill. Ilut the want
of  freeboid should not be in teelf ary eanwe of chal-
lerge. The act wassimp'y dizectory, and indisad b
the Sterf werely that e shoald have wise aad dis
creet men e jurora. The property qualification re-
quired wes 1o beim the State of Marylasd. Woa'd
1is Hoger say, in thiscase, whetier the prope:ty should
be these or (o tha Déstrict of Colambia® If the Const
took the law, it must taks the who's law. Tielaw
Leisg icapplicatle, no sech qualiiestion can bain

posed; srd, cortaizly it cught pot to be applied ma

To Mr. Brady =11 the facts are different from what I | case which sppeals to the beart of every waa bat,

|east of a'l, perbape, to that man who has no other

ion 1has & pure, honest beart. [ rcbmit thet
the Judg- can fad po warrast to impos: the proper’y
gealification in tus case. It wos & mere tecomiomily
coetrary to the sphtit of the age. [f the practice is

atmhen - lnzes hadoell 2iA
The Judge theught that whes o juror had ssid &
verdiet ought to be ln & pacticaiar way, it swoasled to

sot warrasted by the soveseigely of (Lo Usited
Btales, it could ot be imposed oa this pruseesr
Toe Distriet-Attornsy replisd.
oust the propriety of the law, The question to be de-
termived was whet is the law 7 Nut whetner good ar
bad, wite or foolsh, bt what says thestatoe? He
jwagived that ki Mosor woold mot go bebind w
law to (pquite into ita propristy no matter how repai-
sive to bis Homor's feslings. As to its practise he
would sdmit, be Lad oot previcasly iusisted om Lhe
lan, but it was becaase e woud fraakly confess he
warrol aware of the ex™arce of the law & thet
time. Taisrule was frequestly practioed hers, aad
resorted to in meny cases where his eollesgue (Mr.
Carlse’ bad baon connsel  Tha devistions were re-
ther exceptions thas otherwise, It waa resmind tein
the case of Edwards, and it wer the prastice
‘ate Distiict-Attorney 20d hia predecossors te &
tse law, Previcus (o the yeer 1777 the
Ma:ylnrd required & Jeeln il qraliffoste, b
thar time the freehold qmalification was dispenss
with 32 far as the Pr Conrt +ras covosmwed.
The law of October, 1777, sxterded the provisises of
the cxuteg law, and applwd them to the Comnty
Cests, moking eight husared dollars worth of pre-
peity necessary fur the qualiiaation of 3 jator. Toe
centloman says tole is an oid elatute of vee bundred
| yeam Bgo. It way be beiter or voras for toat, (L was
| {ustituted aboul the time of the ™sclaratios’ of lnde-
pencence, whes it might be eopposed our fathees
Brew weat was in accordsecs with the rights of mek,
In 1801 Covgress appiiad to the District of Columbis

the laws of Marsland then in  forse, D
pot  Lhal courtitute them jaws of the Usited
sales and pot of Marsland ! IL was  pre-

ciraly a3 if Crogreas bad taken up thess laws and
epacted them *ississimis verbis.” ‘Tiie, then, wes &
siatute pf Lthe Usited States, prescribiog the qashitos-
ticn of jurcra—and beirg #0, it was tos law of the
lapd apd the law of this case, It was safficient for
bum that (1% public proseoutor should keow it was the
law, and stacd upon i, bevagse it was the law, I
srew of nothirg that would justify him i deperting
from thas ruie.  Bat, eay the pectiemon 1o bhe otaer
ede, if Mneylard sves fit Lo chavge Ler alter being
ytha United Sistes, 8 corresponding cannge
cllected bers; that we sooull lovk—mnot te
but to the Legisiature of Maryland, for the
o govern v The argument oarried sn ab-ardity
cnita face, The gentleman argned that the lawres
quived propeity to e Leld in the Siate of Marylond,
prd not in tae Diomiet of Colmnbie, sod that though
the law was sdupted bers, i dovs not wpply Lo the
Dostrict, Al the statates of Margland toat exiendod
over tha Distriot, used the phrase, *“in this Stele,*
arl ver it hao alwaya Leen bLeld thal that phrase ap-
plied e ually to this District, How were they entitied
1 this Datrict to the benefits of common law ! Solely
throogh their conpection with the State of Maryland,
pot throngh their compection with the United States.
If it was not through the State of Maiyland, they hed
o common law at all, and the prisover bad better be
disubarged st onee, The very awhority cited by
the oblier side, the act of Congrese of 1,89, sotiled this
question. It settled the qualifimtion of jurors, sad
Jeolared that the provisions of the common lew, aa
modified by the statutss of Maryland, should continne
to be the rule of law in ragard to jarors in the District
of Columbia. :

District Attorney —Sivoe 1344 . 4

Mr Stanton—We bave it thew deciured by u gentde-
at who pas been practiciog law hors for fifeew, yoam,
who is the District-Attorrey of the Distriot of € sest
Lis, and whose sppowtment has been ratified by the
Sepate, that he did not know that the property gu sifi-
Cation was necessary, 1f that is po, whers has dhie lnwr
been® Burled for one bundred yesrs, snd dug up for
the prosscntion of Dantel E. Sickles,  Who bronghe® it
to bin wotivs ! He says bin colleagus had tried » amse
{n which be bad seen the 1ule enforoad, Then, if e
bad not been co sesociated, Mr Stokles would bewe
leen tried by & man with & beart fu his brosst, set
with money in bis pocket.  The practios of the Cowr
i the aw of the Court, and i it tay so deaply hiddem
that 4 man practiciog in it Afteen years didh not koow
there was such & law il he bad to araign Mr. Sokles,
it 14 Dot the prastice of the Court, and not the lawof
the Coust.

The Judge—You had better understand the practios
about thas law. It has boen evforoad here very oftem.
Toe District- At oroey may waive it i ba plossss, F
krow very well tiat the late Mz Sou'all, Distriot-
Attorvey, need 1o ask the grestion. Sometimes Me. Koy
did, sud rometines he did not.

Mr. Stanton—That is preciely the point of view im
whioh 1 proposad to diouss it; those objsetions alfuded
to were aprradic, exeptiousl casen, The question
Arisen whether (he rals songht to be applied by the
Disirict-Abcruey for the first time s the law cf the
land, or whether it s oot mersly wqnjesced in, nover
bavieg euy real fouudation 1o the stitutes of the Inad.
It is urged Lere a3 the practios of the Comt,
bt to make tont practce law, it most be uniform.
Then ns to the express statuts, bow stands it7 The
act of 1777 was meroly A dirsctory statute; it direoted:
| the Sherifl 1o inwmon wen haviey frechold preperty,

hut provided thit tist should be nocazso of chialsnge.

He stood sot bore on the grousd that the laew of the
| State of Maryland had changed, and did ot sow te-
| quie the property qualiieation, Lot on the groasd
that that law mever did apply to this Districl. He
wans satisfiod thiet it was pever oonto nplatad by sot of
Corgrass to wake tha laws as toths proparty o slifies-
tion of jurors applicable i the Dewtoiet, became them
they would bave the peosl act of Maryland oporating
in one eounty, apd the aot of \'Lr;,mi.om in
avotber conety, What vas the common lsw in thie
District 7 It was the commen Inw of Englasd, e
incorperated itto and made pat of the lse of the
Dustrt To thst common law there was 0o such
property qualificat ou to the fuund,

Joseph 5 Wright bavieg been anlled and bheviag
anawered reveral prelin loary questions, the Distriet-
Attorney aeked bim if he was worta $3007 He bad &
right to put that quartion, Iv was objected to by the
! defendsnt's cousesl, and sigued. Toe Coosty of
Washigton was part of the s.ac of Maylend. The
laws of Maryland wers esiendsd to the Listriod by the
actef Feli 5, 1801, and aee sn much & pary of the
laws of the Distriot, whare uot tharged by an of Coa-
greae, an if Cocgrem had enactod 116 seversl. laws in
o mavy words, 1f this partieuiar provision of the set
| of Maryend of 1777 bas zot lees unibruly practioed
| aod enforced, | know tont it has besn practiosd sad
| enfurced 1m ALy astances siaco | bave Leon wb the
| Bench. b
Tae resson why oniformiay did not prevaid wes, 1

adopled b

som! bimself of 15 advartage. | thizk | heard they
late [hetrict Attorney say so, temarBg that & mas
| did mot powssa 1und scwrding to tha weight of his.
| pocket, Whether it iva wiss law or nat, is net u quos-
| von before the Cunst st all  The question s whether
the lew evste. With the lnam of Marylaod, asen-
I forced sipce 13, wa Lave rathicg to do, uwire shan
| we bave with the 1aws of Udiforsi e snce 1574, With
| eo ek of tusdaws < Marpland as are 5ot hanged
' by Corgress sige= 1811 wa have acrytbing to do.
| Tha prople ot Alexasdria bad ecsrma rules
sction fonrded on the lvws o) Virginia,
and the pacple of this conrty were gowerned by the
lawn of Myrylaed nateey =xoted in V901, 00 that &
very cunone rtate of things 0 sciaally exid. | bave
myeelf Wied D3 IL AR3and:ia oy the Lawe of Vie-
gitim, 800 putished thew, 1o wren opviowd; sad [
Amen e every obe who bas prw Lusd ut this bar kaews
that the laws of Marylei d mew snfor i o far 80 Dok
rharged, with great suibwmity, The tribussis of tais
Diisteict bave labored under a -reat mitaka for fifty-
eght yews if the poin taken by the connsel for
ke fefente s coeet. Al the Cour'a sad all the
Jacgen who bave heid Cont o the Dotriot
with peifect nracinily, enoraed there lawe, It
pot be ctheimiem, tor Cosyresa said they sooald
be the law of the Ditswt. Corgress tnd Lo
l'ght tn rhasge them, becsu-s & o ssrsnon

e Eighis Page.

He woald aot dis-

suppeea, that the Dmatriet Attoroey dul not casose to o



